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Corporations — Withdrawal of Subscription. — Hudson Real Estate Co. 
v. Tower et al., 36 N. E. Rep. 680 (Mass.). The defendants sub- 
scribed under seal for stock in a corporation. Afterwards the 
articles of incorporation were executed and officers elected. 
Before the incorporation was complete, the defendants orally 
informed the president that if a certain change in the policy of the 
corporation was made, they would no longer be associates, and 
would not pay their subscriptions. The change however was 
made, and the court held that the evidence was sufficient to show 
a withdrawal of the subscriptions. Also that a subscription for 
stock in a corporation may be withdrawn before the incorporation, 
although the associates have incurred obligations on the strength 
of the subscription. 

Habeas Corpus — Appeal. — In re King, 36 N. E. Rep. 685 
(Mass. ). Where an insane person has been brought into court on 
habeas corpus, on the petition of a mere stranger, and a guardian 
ad litem has been appointed for such person, the petitioner cannot 
appeal from the decision of the court. 

Inconsistent Charges — Presumption as to Effect. — People v. Berlin, 
36 Pac. Rep. 199 (Col.). Where in a judge's charge to a jury, 
portions are conflicting, the jury is presumed to have followed the 
portion which was erroneous. 

Insurance — Oral Modification of Policy. — Laclede Fire Brick Manu- 
facturing Co. v. Hartford Steam Boiler Insurance Co., 60 Fed. Rep. 
351 (Mo.). A corporation, having an insurance policy on seven 
boilers, subsequently put in two more boilers. These latter, being 
inspected by the Insurance Company's Inspector, were declared 
by him to be included in the insurance, if only seven boilers were 
used at once. One of the new boilers exploded. Held, that the 
statement of the inspector did not modify the policy. 

Lease— Construction — Removal of Property. — Davidson v. Crump 
Mfg. Co., 58 N. W. Rep. 475 (Mich.). The expression "at the 
end of this term " being the time stipulated in a lease when a ten- 
ant must remove his buildings, was held to be a clause of protec- 
tion of the defendant's rights of removal, entitling the defendant 
ingress and egress for a reasonable time in which to remove his 
property. 

Literary Property— Lectures — Incorrect Publication — Injunction. — 
Drummond v. Altemus, 60 Fed. Rep. 338 (Penn.). Complainant 
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permitted a certain journal to publish reports of some of his lec- 
tures. Defendant copied the published reports, partially and 
incorrectly, and sold the copy in book form, as the whole series of 
lectures presented in the author's language. Held, that a tempo- 
rary injunction could be granted, independently of the copyright 
law. 

Master and Servant — Negligence of Master — Charity. — Union Pa- 
cific Railway Co. v. Artist, 60 Fed. Rep. 365 (Wyoming). An em- 
ploy6 of a railroad corporation, being injured in the service, was 
treated in a hospital maintained by the company for the free treat- 
ment of its employes, and was injured by the careless treatment 
of the physicians or attendants of the hospital. Held, that the 
corporation, having exercised ordinary care in selecting the hos- 
pital attendants, was not responsible for injuries resulting from 
their negligence, the hospital being maintained for charitable pur- 
poses. 

Railroad Companies — Negligence — Fences — Injury to Employe" — Con- 
tributory Negligence. — Atchison T. 6" S. F. Railway Co. v. Reesman, 
60 Fed. Rep. 370. A brakeman of a ditching train was injured by 
the derailment of the train through running over a steer which 
strayed onto the line through a defective fence. The plaintiff was 
riding, with the conductor's consent, on the platform of the 
caboose, in violation of the company's rule requiring him to be on 
the top of the caboose to signal danger to the engineer. Held, 
that the company could not set up the negligence of a fellow 
servant of the plaintiff in repairing fence as a defense, the duty of 
keeping the fences in repair being one imposed by statute on the 
defendants themselves. Also, that there was contributory negli- 
gence on the part of the plaintiff in not riding on the top of the 
caboose to signal danger, as required by the company's rule, and 
that the conductor's consent to the violation did not exonerate the 
plaintiff. 

Sleeping Car Companies — Loss of Baggage — Presumptions. — Stevenson 
v. Pullman Car Co., S. W. Rep. 112 (Texas). Sleeping car 
companies will not be exempt from liability to use reasonable care 
to protect passengers from thieves, even though statement of such 
exemption be printed on backs of the ticket and posted in the car. 
When the theft occurs in Mexico and there is an absence of proof 
of the law of Mexico on the subject, the law of Texas will be 
presumed to apply. 



